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CATHOLIC CITIZENS AND CONSTITUTIONAL 
KIGHTS. 

BY THE REV. THOMAS H. MALONE, MEMBER OE THE COLORADO 
STATE BOARD OF CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS. 



The article by the Eight Beverend James MeFaul, Bishop of 
Trenton, entitled "Catholics and American Citizenship," in the 
September number of The North American Eeview, is,, in my 
judgment, unfortunate in the time of its publication. Even if 
the grievances of which the Bishop of Trenton complains had ex- 
istence in fact, they would be less likely to receive due attention 
during the excitement of a Presidential canvass than at a period 
when men's minds would be more prone to fair and conservative 
judgment on the question under discussion. At such a' time as 
the present the publication of the contention that Catholics are 
denied their rights under the Constitution, and that they should, 
therefore, band together for action, is likely to react upon Cath- 
olics everywhere. 

But have the grievances of which the Bishop of Trenton com- 
plains any real existence? Are the Catholic inmates of State in- 
stitutions denied their guaranteed rights? This is, indeed, a se- 
rious question, not to be lightly or carelessly answered. 

It is to be regretted that Bishop MeFaul thought it necessary 
to make such an elaborate exposition of Catholic loyalty; and yet 
it must be remembered that, if Catholics over-emphasize their 
loyalty, if they continually call attention to it, and cannot let it be 
taken for granted, as other Americans do, the blame belongs to the 
fanatics who, with their fantasies and their miserable distrust of 
human nature, have put Catholics in this anomalous position. 
So ruthless and malign has been the misrepresentation in certain 
quarters of the spirit of Catholic citizens that it is natural for 
Catholics, when opportunity offers, to declare their love of coun- 
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try, and to show that their faith does not make them, and has 
never made them, traitors. When a man is called coward, he may 
be excused if he points immediately, in disproof of the charge, 
to his acts of bravery; if he is called a thief, he tries to prove his 
honesty; if he is accused of being a traitor, he attempts to prove 
his loyalty. All this is natural, and perhaps fault should not be 
found with it. But the time has come when Catholics can well 
afford to cease declarations of loyalty; and that is equivalent to 
saying that it is time for those who charge disloyalty against them 
to cease their groundless attacks. 

Much to be deplored, however, is Bishop McFaul's sweeping 
indictment of all the American people — for such in effect his arti- 
cle is — for having, as he alleges, uniformly and generally denied 
to Catholic citizens their Constitutional privileges. And, indeed, 
even if there were adequate foundation for all of the charges 
made by the Bishop of Trenton, the remedy which he suggests, or 
which may be fairly inferred from his utterances, namely, politi- 
cal unity among Catholics, is pernicious in itself, and must, ac- 
cording to the law of human acts, prove injurious to the Catholic 
people. 

Catholics owe it to themselves to avoid giving, by their atti- 
tude or their acts, even the semblance of probability to the state- 
ments of those who, when talking about them, argue from the 
view point of the Middle Ages, and ^picture Catholics doing now 
what Catholics did then. Enlightened non-Catholics realize full 
well that non-Catholics in the Middle Ages did many things 
which their co-religionists would not do now, and appreciate clear- 
ly that Catholics have not been left out in the grand march of 
progress, which has brought with it new ideas, new interests and 
new ways of looking at things. 

In the Middle Ages and the period of the Eeformation poli- 
tics and religion were almost one. To-day men, whether Catholic 
or Protestant, separate their politics and religion. That is, they 
separate the tenets of dogma from the practices of politics, and 
bring to their politics only the morality taught by religion. 

Bishop McFaul's article certainly breathes a spirit hostile to 
this modern practice, and his recommendations could scarcely 
claim justification even on the ground that the disabilities which 
he alleges Catholics suffer, have undeniable existence. Even on 
such an extreme supposition, it is questionable if political unity, 
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having religion as its basic principle, would not accentuate, rather 
than ameliorate, the disagreeable conditions. 

The following, in brief, is the statement of Bishop McFaul's 
position: 

(1.) Are Catholics in the United States permitted to enjoy 
their Constitutional rights in their integrity? Are they allowed 
the free exercise of their religion? Does the flag guarantee and 
protect them in the rights which are enjoyed by all other citizens ? 
Are there any grievances of which, as American citizens, we, as 
Catholics, have reason to complain ? 

(2.) We ask that the priest be allowed to preach Catholic 
doctrine to Catholic adults, and to teach Catholic children the 
catechism; to offer mass, so that Catholics may be present at it; 
to administer the sacraments ; and we demand that Catholics shall 
not be compelled to listen to non-Catholic teaching, nor to par- 
ticipate in any worship except their own. In a word, we claim for 
Catholic clergymen the right to enter our State institutions, at 
seasonable times, to give the benefits of the Catholic religion to 
Catholics, and we require that the system of worship and of re- 
ligious teaching at present existing in many institutions — a sys- 
tem which leads to proselytism — shall be abolished. The Consti- 
tutions of the United States and of the several States guarantee 
the rights of conscience to the inmates of public institutions. 
Why, then, are Catholics obliged to be present at non-Catholic 
prayers and instructions? Why should clergymen be subjected 
to annoyance and often harshness, when bringing to the Catholic 
inmates the consolations of religion? It is true, we have suc- 
ceeded in gaining a portion of our rights in some institutions. 
But this has been the result of a long and arduous struggle against 
injustice. 

From the manner of this statement, one would infer that the 
privileges asked by the Bishop of Trenton are, in most instances, 
refused to Eoman Catholics. 

For some years I have been an active member of the Board 
of Charities and Corrections of Colorado; I have represented that 
State at charitable conventions, prison congresses, etc., in Europe 
and America, and, consequently, feel that I can speak with some 
degree of authority on the questions raised by the Bishop of 
Trenton. 

To his first question there can be but one answer. In America, 
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more than in any country in the world, Catholics are permitted to 
enjoy, without interference or molestation, their full Constitu- 
tional rights, while they are guaranteed the freest exercise of 
their religion in every State in the Union. 

This is true, likewise, in our new possessions, and particularly 
so in the Philippines, where, were it not for the protection of the 
American flag, our co-religionists would be hunted to the death 
by those whose Shibboleth is : "Death to the Friars." 

Now, as to the allegation that Catholics are denied their spir- 
itual privileges in penal institutions, an intimate knowledge of 
the facts forces me to a directly opposite conclusion to that ex- 
pressed by the Bishop of Trenton. 

That, in some isolated case, a priest may have been hampered 
as to his spiritual ministrations by an excess of official machinery, 
or even by a bigoted official, I do not deny. But a particular in- 
stance of this character can not, in logic or in common sense, be 
adduced in support of the universal conclusion that Catholics 
are prevented from receiving spiritual ministrations in charita- 
ble, penal, and reformatory institutions. To do so would be as 
unjust as to assume that Catholic ecclesiastical authority is un- 
willing to supply the religious needs of these institutions, because, 
in a certain case, a State Board of Charities and Corrections has 
been unable to secure the ministrations of a Catholic clergyman in 
the institutions under its control, notwithstanding repeated and 
urgent requests to Episcopal authority to make provision therefor. 

It has been my privilege, as well as pleasure, to visit State in- 
stitutions, such as homes for dependent children, prisons, asy- 
lums, hospitals, etc., in all parts of the United States. I have 
been received everywhere with the most gracious good will, cour- 
tesy, and kindness. And, if I so desired, at all seasonable times, 
I could have celebrated mass, and given religious instruction to 
the Catholic inmates. I am speaking of the present, and not of 
the past ; for it is better to let the dead past bury its dead. 

I am fully aware that conditions, due to antagonistic causes, 
have been different in past generations. At the present time, 
however, the best of our citizens — those who have helped to make 
this country what it is, and will continue to assist in her progress 
on broad humanitarian lines — have no fear of the Catholic ele- 
ment of our citizenship, which has been with us since the begin- 
ning, and has thrown itself nobly into the common struggle. 
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These people know that we are all "brothers under the skin," 
and that, whatever has happened in past ages, both sides were to 
blame, and both have learned the lesson of tolerance, liberality and 
nationality ; and it is not for us to throw into each others' faces 
the blood they then spilled, and which has long since cried to 
Heaven for vengeance. 

The condition against which the Bishop of Trenton declaims 
does not, except in rare instances, exist in the United States. 

For many years priests have been welcome to visit institutions 
in the State of New York; so, in well-nigh universal degree, has 
it been elsewhere. 

The general statement that Catholic priests are free to minis- 
ter, without let or hindrance, to the Catholic inmates of city, 
county, State and federal institutions is so nearly capable of uni- 
versal verification, that it stands as a truism. The rare cases 
to the contrary — including, I believe, some instances of friction 
in New Jersey — are quite outside general conditions. 

Eegarding the treatment of Catholic Indian schools, the 
Bishop of Trenton quotes the following from a letter signed by 
Cardinal Gibbons and Archbishops Ryan and Kain : 

"Despite the fact that Religious Orders and other Catholic bodies 
have equipped schools for the education of the Indian children, In full 
confidence that the Government would not reverse its recognized and 
successful policy of subsidizing: these schools — yet in the height of 
their success and in spite of their doing- the work cheaper and better 
than the Government itself could do it, we find that the subsidy has 
beeen for the greater part and will eventually be entirely withdrawn, 
and that these well founded works of Catholic benevolence, begun in 
good faith, and with great expenditure of time and money, are to be 
abandoned to their fate." 

All good Catholics, of course, deplore the fact that our Cath- 
olic Indian schools have been hampered, if the failure of the 
Government to make further appropriations for their support has 
so resulted. 

But it is difficult to understand how any one could find reason 
to conclude that the Government "would not reverse its recognized 
and successful policy of subsidizing these schools." 

Five years ago, under Mr. Cleveland's administration, this 
Government declared it to be its definite and irrevocable policy 
in the future to refuse support to private Indian schools ; and of 
this intention five years' notice was given — the support being 
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withdrawn at the rate of twenty per cent, annually. We, of 
course, regret that the Government so concluded; but, in view 
of persistent misrepresentations that the Catholic Church is a 
politico-religious institution, it will not prove an unmixed evil. 
As long as Catholics are not discriminated against in this matter, 
we certainly have little cause of complaint. 

I quite agree with a most distinguished Catholic author that 
it would be much better if both Catholics and Protestants would 
cease accepting money from the State for any purpose. It is a 
habit not calculated to strengthen the religion that makes a prac- 
tice of leaning on the State for support. 

Bishop McPaul touches upon other matters of importance to 
Catholics, but these are not due to bigotry on the part of any one 
in particular, but rather to a misunderstanding of Catholic needs. 
I am satisfied that, if Bishop MeFaiil had followed his own ad- 
vice and gone to Washington, with an explanation of the mistakes 
which may have occurred in Cuba, Porto Eieo, or elsewhere, in 
dealing with Catholic affairs, the grievances which he narrates 
would have been adjusted to his satisfaction. But if an Adminis- 
tration, Democratic or Bepubliean, be led to believe, by high au- 
thority, that Catholics are satisfied with the treatment accorded 
them, it is obvious that the blame, if it should be attached any- 
where, should at least be divided. 

All will accept, in the very spirit in which it was given, 
Bishop McPaul's assurance that he had no intention of "promot- 
ing or even suggesting, a Catholic Political Party." But it is the 
result of his efforts that must, in the last analysis, be the norm of 
criticism. And that his articles have been so framed as fairly to 
subject them to the charge of suggesting political unity along re- 
ligious lines, is obvious from the criticisms they have evoked in 
different parts of the country. IThomas H. Malonb. 



